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/Hi! participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 
(1 ) Rafael Perez-Gutierrez . (3) 

(2 ) Howard L. Soeiaht . (4) 

Date of Interview: 12 August 2002 . 

Type: a)l3 Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

E;(hibit shown or demonstration conducted: dO Yes e)S No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

C laim(s) discussed: 1. 19. 26. and 34-36 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Jankv et al. fU.S. Patent # 5. 777.580) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)^ was reached. g)D was not reached, h)^ N/A. 



necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview(if box i! 





Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



Examiner's signature, if required 
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Besyy^ailable Copy 

aummary of Record of Interview Requirements 



Maivual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP). Section 71 3.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

, • . V Paragraph (b) 

In ewery instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview wltti an examiner, a complete written statement of tiie reasons oresented at thfl lnfBn.i«u, =c 
warr-antmg favorable action must be filed by the applicant An inteo«ew does not remove the necessity^ 

All K 0.0. B , . T ^ ^ 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 



th« *xamiir .!l!tt^t!.c°h"^''''"'l°' the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

• . ■ 5'*^'"'"®''^ "Tiust complete an Intervievi^ Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed rinrinn iho 
inter-yiew by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matere dScS solel^^^ 
« 'J'^inr"^, °'i"^"' '"•e^i^^L^^'^dation is otherwise provided for in Section 81^01 of the ManuX Pat^ntSm lnTn1?rlS ^SSunc 
^l^S^ °' ""^^^'^f ^'^riP' Offi^ or the like, are excluded from the interview recorSaU^ p3u efbeZ WhTre the 

substance of an ntemew IS co^ recorded In an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary RecorJfe S,C?red 

■Contents"^:^'^^^^^^^^ 

cIrcL-mstances dictate, the Fomi should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next offlciai cornmunicaUon 

The Fomfi provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of Interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of partlcipant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An Identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" at?J"h!^!i?"r'"^^'^^' T agreement was reached and If so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be bv 

SSf°:tL%S^^^^^^ Note: Agreemen.astoall.Labll.JiXn^rL does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Fom, is not an attachment to a signed Office acUon) 

?1 A h^ill«rl''«n^%'^f "^f""" °J °f '"te^'ew should include at least the following applicable items- 

1 A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted "enems. 

2) an Identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

rnteSrumma^' FoS^^^^^ °' ' ^"^^'^""^ '^-e are already described on the 

5) a briefideritiflcation of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The Identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arauments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrusi of the priS amOTentI madTto £j 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may Se Shasize and ftiS- 
descnbe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) ^"'P'^asize and fully 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

fhe eSnS: ° ' "" ^ """"" "^^^"'^^'^ ' "^^^'^'^ ^""^'^ary Fomi completed by 

accurate. ^^^^i^Jl^^^t^^ the record is not complete and 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The Examiner and Mr. Speight discussed the prior art as applied in 
the non-final rejection made in the first Office Action in view of the current claim language. It was agreed to arnend via 
an Examiner's amendment, claims 1,19, and 26 in order to include the limitations of claims 34 35 and 36 
res pectively, and place the application in condition for allowance. As a result, claims 34-36 have been canceled and 
clai ms 1 , 19, and 26 have been allowed. 
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